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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ■ 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 August 2004 . 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [3 Claim(s) 12-22 and 24-28 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 72-22 24-28 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D AN b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1 .Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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2) [Zl Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 12-22 and 24-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brunst in view of 
Beamish and further in view of Honeycomb Products and Paneltec as set forth in the previous office action and 
further in view of Dunn and Turner as set forth in the previous office action. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 8/17/04 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant claims a honeycomb panel that is designed to be used in a particular environment. For the 
purposes of his invention this environment happens to be in a bowling alley. One skilled in the art of is fully aware of 
the durability requirements of any panel that would be .used in a bowling alley and would clearly be able to design the 
panel to meet any required specifications. The prior art fairly teaches that one skilled in the art of honeycomb panels 
, given the demands encountered in a bowling ally environment, would have found it obvious to design an appropriate 
panel. 

In arguing the grounds for rejection under 103, applicant argues the validity of the dates of the prior art. 
Examiner has made of record by attaching to this action the October 20. 1998 date for www.bellcomb.com . the 
December 24, 1998 date for www.honevcombproducts.com and the October 23, 1998 date for 
www.panelteccorp.com . Even if the examiner could not provide valid dates for these references, they are being 
provided to show the properties and uses of honeycomb materials that are well known and in such circumstances, 
references cited to show a universal fact have been held to need not be available as prior art before applicant's filing 
date. In re Wilson, 31 1 F.2d 266, 135 USPQ 442 (CCPA 1962). Such facts include the characteristics and properties 
of a material or a scientific truism. With respect to Dunn and Turner, these references further show the level of 
ordinary skill in the design of honeycomb panels of which applicant continues to feign ignorance. One skilled in the 
art of honeycomb panels designs with the environment and specifications in mind in which a panel is intended to be 
used. Clearly that is not to say that all applications of such panels would have been obvious. However, absent of 
some particular problem being solved or unexpected results there is not considered a patentable advance. In the 
instant case, applicant alleges lightness, stiffness and durability. These are the exact advantages that are well known 
characteristics of honeycomb panels. This rational has been clearly up held by the rational that the selection of a 
known material based on its suitability for its intended use supported a prima facie obviousness determination in 
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Sinclair & Carroll Co. v. Interchemical Corp., 325 U.S. 327, 65 USPQ 297 (1945). In the instant case, the known 
material of a honeycomb panel is designed for its intended use in a bowling alley and is prima facie obvious. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and 
the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication and its merits should be directed to William Pierce at E-mail 
address bill.pierce@USPTO.gov or at telephone number (571) 272-4414. 

For official fax communications to be officially entered in the application the fax number is (703) 

872-9306. 

For informal fax communications the fax number is (703) 308-7769. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding can also be directed 
to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1 148. 

Any inquiry concerning the drawings should be directed to the Drafting Division whose telephone 
number is (703) 305-8335. 



